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REMARKS/ARGUMENTS 

Reconsideration and allowance of the above-identified application are 
respectfully requested. Upon entry of this Amendment, claims 1-7 will be pending. 

Applicants thank the Examiner for indicating that claims 2-6 are allowed. 
However, the Examiner did not accept Applicants arguments regarding claims 1, 7 
and 8. Applicants have amended claims 1 and 7 to clarify a distinction between 
embodiments of the present invention and Harrison. More specifically, Applicants 
have amended claims 1 and 7 to clarify that it is the communication service that is 
performed at the portable terminal, and not merely the user's selection that happens at 
the portable terminal. Accordingly, the term "at the portable terminal" has been 
moved to be in closer proximity to the term "providing communication service" in 
claims 1 and 7. In addition, claims 1 and 7 have been amended to clarify that the 
communication standby state is displayed "on a display of the portable terminal." 
Claim 7 has further been amended to clarify that the kinds of electronic products 
controllable by a remote controller, the manufacturers of the selected electronic 
product, and the selected electronic product and manufacturer are displayed "on the 
display" (referring to the display of the portable terminal). 

Harrison merely shows an appliance, such as an under-counter television, that 
is capable of switching from television mode to internet mode. The only portable 
terminals shown in Harrison are the remote control 24 and the keyboard 26, but 
neither of these devices are described as being capable of providing a communication 
service, as claimed. Accordingly, Harrison does not teach or suggest this element of 
claims 1 or 7. Furthermore, Harrison does not teach or suggest displaying the 
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communication standby state on a display of the portable terminal , as recited in 
amended claims 1 and 7, or displaying kinds of electronic products controllable by a 
remote controller, manufacturers of the selected electronic product, or the selected 
electronic product and manufacturer on the display , as recited in amended claim 7. 
The secondary reference, Martis, is cited as teaching displaying kinds of electronic 
products controllable by the remote controller, etc. However, even assuming, 
arguendo, that Martis in fact teaches what it is cited for, Martis does not make up for 
the deficiency describe above. That is, neither Harrison nor Martis teach or suggest 
providing a communication service at the portable terminal upon a user's selection, or 
displaying information about the communications standby state of the selected 
electronic product and manufacturer on the display. Accordingly, since neither 
Harrison nor Martis teach or suggest elements of claims 1 and 7, the rejection should 
be withdrawn. Claim 8 has been canceled without prejudice. 

Applicants kindly ask the examiner to enter the amendment since the amended 
element "at the portable terminal" existed in the claims prior to the final office action 
mailed March 23, 2007. The element was merely moved to clarify claims 1 and 7. 
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In view of the above, it is believed that the application is in condition for 
allowance and notice to this effect is respectfully requested. Should the Examiner 
have any questions, the Examiner is invited to contact the undersigned at the 
telephone number indicated below. 



Respectfully Submitted, 




Christian C. Michel 
Attorney for Applicant 
Reg. No. 46,300 



Roylance, Abrams, Berdo & Goodman, L.L.P. 
1300 19 th Street, N.W., Suite 600 
Washington, D.C. 20036 
(202) 659-9076 
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